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May 28. 2003

RK> Virgin Telephone Co.. 'nc.
PO Box 289
Mesqwte. NV 88024

Attn B. Cr08by.

Consistent with the rule. of the Federal Corm1unkatlona Commission (-FCC"). on
November 24. 2003. Verizon ~181. Win begin competitive pottWlg by off8l1ng CUSDnlf'S local
number portabiRti rlN~." The FCC sought to '.mplify the task of ~nlifying the lWik:h8s In 88ct\
MSA in which number POf18btlity is deployed end to facIlitate ~petitive entry- The FCC'S rules
requwe local e.~ang. canters to make avaltable. '4)On requ..t b',r 8"V interested p81ty. . ist or '-Ir
switdles for whlcn ptOvllioning of number ponability hie been requested (Ind therefore provided)
and . 1st of their switch.. for Wf\lch proviSioning 01 numt>er portability has not been rwque.t8d,J
Venzon w,eless requfts only a 11.1 of .witch., and NPA.NXX code. for which provilioning or lNP
hat !lQJ been requested

Vertzon 'Mret... ".. simplified 'his requ..t by attaching a fOfm COnt8lnlng a ~ 01 switches
and codes ror your review. This list w.. derived by using the LERG and comoarlng it b VeriZon
Wreless's lansed MrvIc8 ".t. The list identiftes tt1e swilch Clll and NPA.NXX ~ th8t
Verizon Wreless bellev,. Ire not yet LNP C8ptble Please review .nd update tn. 8tt8ched form.
making any Mcelsaty Chlngel or additions to the list regarding switches and codet tt\8t h8V8 not
been ma~ed pol1able. Please indiC81e U1o ~ete by which the switch and codes witt be LNP
capableZl Any comments can be made In the column pfOVlded on the form

VeriZon Wre4888 ~~.t8 th8t you ~view. update and return the attached fonn ~ tn.
undersigned contact within 10 day. of recetpl Ple.le cell the undersigned with any questions or
concems

Linde Godfrey
Verizon 'Mreless
Interconnection. Numbering and Mandates

925-2:79-8570

u S..47C.F.R.f'2.3I.
2. LocaJ Number POI1Ibility, Fir$l Me.woranJum Opinion ana' ora'er O" Reconsid.I'G/iOfI. 12 FCC Rcd.

7236, ftS9-66 (1997).
l1 Jd". At 164; 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(b)(2)(iil).
1. The limlfrWrICI for conversion 10 LNP of any .ddibon.J ,~...cha 8e governed ~ the FCC's nIJa lad

range from 30 dlYs to 180 days, depending upon the status of the Iwittbes(it., equipped .-IOle, hardw..
capable. capable switcbcs requirinC hardwlle, and nonocapablc). 47 C.F.]f.. f .52.23 <bX2)(ivXA-D).
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PUrD088:

The purpose of this letter as to request (he deployment of long-term Local Number Portability as defIned by the

FCC Specltlcally, this to,", requests lt1at ALL codes serving lhe Metropolitan Statistical Areas be opened tor

portability in the lERG and ttle NPAC and & switches serving these areas are LNP capable.

Note: MSAs refers to the identified U.S. Census Bureau MSAs for 2000. These may differ from tt1e MSAs as

separately defined by the wireless or wiretrne industries In those instances where no MSA has been "Hjentified,

please reference Rate Center to ensure switches and NPA-NXXs serving those areas Ire opened for porting

PAGE 03
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Wlrellne Bon8f1de Reque8t fonn (BFR) for Local Numebr Portability
Rio Virgin Telephone Co., Inc. Nonportable NPA-NXXs and CLlia

Data gathered from tie Apnl 2003 LERG
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KSOPHWO516-6B360
Eerhalt B
6580 Sprint Parkway
OY8r\and Park. KS 88251

May 16. 2003

To Whom It May Concern:

Enclosed is the Bonafide Request Fonn (BFR) as required by the FCC mandate (CC Docket
95.116) to request deployment of long: tenD Lacal Number Portability. CMRS providers are
required to provide LNP by November 24.2003. This BFR is being sent in anticipation of
that date. Please note the effective date requested reflects this rcquiremmt.

Please feel ft'ee to contact me at the numbers and emai1 address provided above.
Altemahvely, you may contact Jeff Adrian at phone nurubcr (407) 622-4170 or at cmail
address: iadriaOl ta>.sorintsoccttum.com if you need assistance.

Sincerely,

Fawn Romig
Industry Compliance and ~tional Network Support
Numbering Solutions

EncJosure

503 630
TELEPtOE

ADMIN
RIO VIRGIN PAcz:

Sprint PCS.
Fawn Romig
InduStry Compliance and
~1B1ion.J Numbering
Support
(913) 784-9488
r-tJi.o 1 ~DrifttlD8~com
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Bonafide ReQuest Form (BFRJ
~["PU'C; J 0" IU~ II U.U IV "~qun' aeplVY_1 o. ID rm L8Cal "'._r rvn8D1.,- a. aclln- .. me r '-'- /nanaal

(CC
Docket 95-116). Spetlftr8l1y, thJ, form reqaeitl tb8t ALL rod" bl opeaN fer portability w6th18 the Metropolitan Slattl
Arel ud wlreH- awitc' CLLI roda deGp8a.d below. TWI form 081 be uled for kt. wlr..~ aDd .nrellDr requests.

TO lREClPR.NT\:
OCN: 2368
C-~1 N..~: RIO VJRO!)l1ELEPHOHE 00 c.

I
C~ N.~: B c.c-.Y

CMMd'..f~:

PO BOX m
~£SQUm

C.~I8tt'J 1'--:

}fV

702.]46-$21 \

nMING;
D8'. ef ..."m: AlD)/lJ. 1003

.lit'"" CHftI'.8tlu D., .,: JWIt 9, 1003
Eff~m.. D~: Nove",ber 14, 100J

"'..ted Win".. Swltt:b CLLI CDde8:
III CLLI: MSQTNVXFDSO 4d CUI:

1 CLU: ItA CLlJ:

J~ CLLI: ... CLlJ:

ne...eed MelroooUtan s..tiltleal Are..lM8A.1):
N- MSAs ~ to tile U.S. CauU! 8UreIII MSAI TbIIe,.., .i. '-.. MSA8 NIeP8*Iy deftaed ~ 1118 ~ 01' wiftliM~,

~_NAME;
l.. v~. NV-AZ

I. ~I. ,t ..,. .f r--,c. ~"'e ~.tI,..do. . 'M ~ t'-t f~ Ion. - ~ , 1. F.r'" aI~ ,It.- c-*t, ..4 th_" b8 t OJ '-tun II-. owfGl... ,. U.s. C Ie,... MSA.

.M ~ .wttc- 0.1.1 cM8I (""" ."IIe.bl.,. .,.. .. I8r pertl... 1. ... Ll.RC-
). F nn8dy ,.1Ief.. 84 t'-'e . .. .t ..,. .-. ..."'. the dell U.s. c-. .,.. NSAI
..4 .i..,i- IWtIc. aLl ~ (whr' .~"~), .pc. .M -, De ~PAC (Nu-- r.rt8b6J1ty A4m1~'.n'"
C_I.,).
4. a..,. ". 8C1 --- "MHnc ... wMw. ... MSA8 .ft 1AeM r , a,.'"
,.~ M8, 'P. l~J .,. c ,- ~ .", ,

503 630
TELEPtO-IE p~ 81IRGIN
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KRAsKIN. LESSE &; COSSON, LLC
ATTORNEYS AT LA W

TELECOMMUNICA TtONS MANAGEMENT CONsULTANTS

2120 L Sb"eet, N. W., Suite 520
Washington, D.C. 20037

VIA E-MAIL & OVERNIGHT DELIVERY- --

Linda Godfrey
Interconnection, N wnbering
Verizon Wireless
2785 Mitchell Drive
Walnut Creek, CA 94598

Dear Ms. Godfrey:

Our finn represents several local exchange carriers that have received correspondence
from Verizon Wireless regarding number portability.' Having analyzed the letters and
accompanying fonns (collectively, the Verizon Wireless mailings") sent to these companies, we
question whether the mailings constitute a valid request for number portability. Moreover, even
if the mailings were sufficient, the Verizon Wireless correspondence does not request service
Rrovider 2Qrtabilitv that would enable customers of these LECs to retain their existing telephone
numbers "at the same location" as the Act and FCC Rules require.2

The mailings seek only switch infonnation rather than request the implementation of
number portability.) The process of responding to the infonnation request has been "simplified"
by V erizon Wireless by allowing carriers to update the attached fonn, which has been provided
for this purpose. This attachment is comprised of a generic fontl with no carrier or market
information indicated and a spreadsheet containing the switch infonnation referenced in the
letter. Accordingly, the mailing fails to "specifically request portability" and "identify the
discrete geographic area" as required by FCC Rules.4 Furthernlore, although the generic form

I A list of these companies is attached.

2 See 47 U.S.C. § 153(30); 47 C.F.R. § 52.21(k).

3 According to the letter, the purpose of the mailing is pursuant to a specific FCC Rule whjch
requires carriers to proyjde, upon request, "a list of their switches for which proyjsioning of
number portability has been requested (and therefore proyjded)." The carriers on the attached
list have either responded to this infonnarion request directly or we arc responding on their
behalf.

4 See In the Maller of Numbering Resource Optimization; Implementation of the Local

Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996; Telephone Number Portabilty:

Telephone (202) 296-8890
Telecopier (202) 296-8893

July 23, 2003

and Mandates



Ms. Linda Godfrey
July 23, 2003
Page 2

specifies the date of the request as May 19,2003, many of the letters are dated May 28,2003
with postmark dates well into the month of June. Accordingly, if the mailing was intended to
constitute a request for a LEC, which currently is not number portable-capable, to implement
number portability by November 24, 2003, the request, in these instances, was not timely made.s

The mailing fails to indicate whether Verizon Wireless provides service within the
companies' respective LEC service areas. The rules specify that number portability is required
only if requested by "another tel«.ommunications carrier in areas in which that
telecommunications carrier is operating or plans to operate.'.6 Furthennore, for most of the
companies, there is no local intercolU1ection in place between Verizon Wireless and the LEC,
demonstrating the absence ofVerizon Wireless' local presence and any indication of its "plans to
operate" within the area.

The Act and the FCC have defined the obligation of a LEC to provide number portability
that enables the "~ of telecommunication services to retain, at the same location. existing
telecommunications numbers without impainnent of quality, reliability, or convenience when
switching ftom one telecommunications carrier to another."? If you have facts to indicate that
Verizon Wireless plans to ensure that the customer retains his/her telephone number "at the same
location" please provide us with those facts and we will reevaluate our analysis of the Verizon
Wireless request on the basis of these facts.

While we and our clients recognize that pursuant to Section 252 of the Act, caniers are
free to "negotiate and enter into a binding agreement with the requesting tel~ommunications
carrier or carriers without regard to the standards set forth in subsections (b) and (c) ofS~tion
25 I ,'" our clients at this time has no need or desire to negotiate an agreement that goes beyond

Fourth Report and Order in CC Docket No. 99-200 and CC Docket No. 95-116, and Fourth
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 99-200, CC Docket Nos. 99-200, 96-
98, 95-116 (reI. June 18, 2003) at para. 10 ("Requesting telecommunications camers must
specifically request portability, identify the discrete geographic area covered by the request, and
provide a tentative date by which the clITier expects to utilize number portability to port
prospective customers").

'.. See 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(b)(2)(iv).

6 47 C.F.R. § 52.23(c).

7 47 U.S.C. § 153(30) (emphasis supplied); 47 C.F.R. § 52.21(k) (emphasis supplied). The FCC

has distinguished this "service provider portability" from "location portability," a much different
fonn of portability that the FCC has detennined is not required by statute. "Location portability"
is defined as "the ability of users of telecommunications services to retain existing
telecommunications numbers without impainnent of quality, reliability, or convenience ~
movin2 from one ohvsicallocation to another." 47 C.F.R. § 52.2I(i) (emphasis supplied).

8 47 V.S.C. § 252(a)(I).



Ms. Linda Godfrey
July 23, 2003
Page 3

the standards the FCC has set forth pursuant to Section 2S 1. As noted, the geographic portability
that would result from the V crizon Wireless request has not been required by the FCC under
Section 2S 1.

Again, we would be pleased to review any additional facts Verizon Wireless may offer to
demonstrate that its request is not for geographic number portability.

Sincerely,

Kraskin,Lesse&Cosson,LLC

By:

Attachment



ATTACHMENT
UDdated List of Local Exchanl!e ComDanies ReDresented by Kraskin. Lesse & Cosson.

LLC in Matters Pertaininl! to CorresDondence From Verizon Wireless
Rel!ardinl! Number Portability

Rio Virgin Telephone Company, Inc



KRAsKIN. LESSE &: COSSON, LLC
A lTORNEYS AT LA W

TELECOMMUNtCA TlONS MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS

2120 L Street, N. W., Suite 520
Washington, D.C. 20037

VIA [-MAIL & OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Fawn Romig
Industry Compliance and Operational Network SuPPOrt.
Sprint PCS
6580 Sprint Parkway
Mailstop: KSOPHW05 16-5B360
Overland Park, Kansas 66210

Dear Ms. Romig:

In our letter dated June 9, 2003, and in subsequent e-mails and telephone conversations,
we notified you of over seventy companies represented by this finn that have received
correspondence from Sprint PCS regarding number portability. \ Having analyzed the generic

letter and accompanying fonn dated May 23,2003 (collectively, the Sprint PCS "mailings") sent
to these companies, we question whether the mailings constitute a valid request for number
portability. Moreover, even if the mailings were sufficient, the Sprint PCS correspondence does
not request iervice Rrovider oortabilitv that would enable customers of these LECs to retain their
existing telephone numbers "at the same location" as the Act and FCC Rules require:

The geographic areas specified in the mailings are limited to Metropolitan Statistical
Areas ("MSAs"). Twenty-eight of these companies, however, operate wholly outside of any
MSA. Additionally, on fonns sent to fourteen of the companies that serve within MSAs, no
specific market was indicated. J Accordingly, for these forty-two companies, the mailings fail to

identify the "discrete geographic area" as required by the FCC..

I An updated list of the companies that we represent in this matter is attached.

1 See 47 V.S.C. § 153(30); 47 C.F.R. § 52.21(k).

] The companies that operate wholly outside of any MSA and ones for which no specific market
was indicated are specified with an asterisk on the attached list.

4 See In the Matter of Numbering Resource Optimization; Implementation of the Local

Competition Provisions of the Telecommunications Act of /996; Telephone Number Portabilty:
Fourth Report and Order in CCDocket No. 99-200 and CC Docket No. 95-/ /6, and Fourth
Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 99-200, CC Docket Nos. 99-200, 96-
98, 95-116 (rei. June 18,2003) at para. 10 (""Requesting telecommunications carriers must
specifically request portability. identify the discrete geographic area covered by the request, and

Telephone (202) 296-8890
Telecopier (202) 296-8893

July 16, 2003

Solutions



Ms. Fawn Romig
July 16,2003
Page 2

Further, in at least two instances, the request was sent to the wrong company and in
many instances the switch information contained on the fonns is incorTect.6 For example, one
company received a mailing that identifies the switches of the company's affiliate rather than the
company's switches.'

The mailing fails to indicate whether Sprint PCS provides service within the companies'
respective LEC service areas. The rules specify that number portability is required only if
requested by "another telecommunications carrier in areas in which that telecommunications
carrier is operating or plans to operate,'" Furthennore, for most of the companies, there is no
local interconnection in place between Sprint PCS and the LEC, demonstrating the absence of
Sprint PCS' local presence and any indication of its "plans to operate" within the area.

The Act and the FCC have defined the obligation of a LEC to provide number portability
that enables the'~ of telecommunication services to retain, at the same location. existing
telecommunications numbers without impainnent of quality, reliability, or convenience when
switching from one telecommunications calTier to another.,,9 If you have facts to indicate that
Sprint PCS plans to ensure that the customer retains his/her telephone number "at the same

provide a tentative date by which the carrier expects to utilize number portability to port
prospective customers").

, Hancock Telephone Company located in New Yark received a mailing directed to Hancock
Rural Telephone Cooperative located in Indiana and ComSouth Telecommunications, mc.
received a mailing directed to Hawkinsville Telephone Company, a company that no longer
exists.

6 The FCC's orders and rules require local exchange carriers to implement number portability
only "in switches for which another carrier has made a specific request. . . ." See, e.g., In the
Matter o/Telephone Number Portability: First Memorandum Opinion and Order on
Reconsideration, 12 FCC Rcd 7236, 7273 (1997); 47 C.F.R. § S2.23(c).

7 Although the correspondence is addressed to Horry Telephone Cooperative, Inc., the fonn

specifies switches which belong to an affiliated, but separate company, HTC Communications,
Inc.

a 47 C.F.R. § S2.23(c).

9 47 V.S.C. § 153(30) (emphasis supplied); 47 C.F.R. § 52.21(k) (emphasis supplied). The fC

has distinguished this "service provider portability" from "location portability," a much ditren
form of portability that the FCC has detennined is not required by statute. "Location portabilil
is defined as ',he ability of users of telecommunications services to retain existing
telecommunications nwnbers without impairment of quality, reliability, or convenience ~
moving from one Rhvsicallocation to another." 47 C.F.R. § S2.21(i) (emphasis supplied).



Ms. Fawn Romig
July 16,2003
Page 3

location" please provide us with those facts and we will reevaluate our analysis of the Sprint PCS
request on the basis of these facts.

While we and our clients recognize that pursuant to Section 2S2 of the Act, carriers are
free to "negotiate and enter into a binding agreement with the requesting telecommunications
carrier or carriers without regard to the standards set forth in subsections (b) and (c) of Section
2S 1",10 our clients at this time has no need or desire to negotiate an agreement that goes beyond
the standards the FCC has set forth pursuant to Section 2S I. As noted. the geographic portability
that would result from the Sprint PCS request has not been required by the FCC under Section
251.

Again, we would be pleased to review any additional facts Sprint PCS may offer to
demonstrate that its request is not for geographic number portability.

II) 47 U.S.C. § 252(a)(I).

Sincerely

& Casson, LLCLesse

:~:~:f~~:::::---



ATTACHMENT
List of ComRanies ReRresented bv Kraskin. Lesse & Cosson. LLC in Matters

PertaininK to CorresRondence From Sorint PCS Re2ardin2 Number Portabilitv

Rio Virgin Telephone Company, Inc.
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I, Brenda Crosby, President of Rio
ies ofperjury tmt I have read the fo

rein are tnle and correct, to the best of

D te: '~/2Ilo~

DECLARA nON OF BRENDA CROSBY

are

Utilities

:10 Virgin Telephone Co., Inc. do hereby declare under
foregoing "Petition for Waiver" and that the facts stated
)f my knowledge, information, and belief.

President



I, Ka Triska Orville, ofKraskin, Lesse & Cosson, LLC, 2120 L Street, NW, Suite 520,
Washington, DC 20037, do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing "Petition for Waiver" was
served on this 21 It day of November 2003, via hand delivery t~~t~~2~n~~. ~

~~ ~ ~..I~ ~

William Maher, Chief
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12m Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Eric Einhorn, Chief
Telecommunications Access Policy
Division
Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Cheryl Callahan, Assistant Chief
Telecommunications Access Policy Division
Wire line Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12m Street, SW

Qualex International
445 12d1 Street, SW
Room CY-B402
Washington, DC 20554


